HAMPDEN AND SHIP-MONEY
given day, but ' by this it appears not to the court,
that though the Ships are the King's, that they are to
be set forth at the King's charge, for the charge may
be borne by the subject for [aught] appears/ The
argument was not as fine spun as it may appear at
first sight, and it had a special application in, the
instance before the court, Buckinghamshire could
not build a ship. It must therefore buy one. It
therefore belonged to Buckinghamshire, and the King
was appropriating it without legal authority. This
clearly was anything but being a distinction without
a difference. Had the King by legal means raised
taxes in Buckinghamshire to build a ship, he would
have been within his rights. He was, in St. John's
submission not within his rights in forcing Bucking-
hamshire to build a ship with what was still its own
money, and taking it from the contributors without
their consent.
Still further to fortify his argument, St. John pointed
out that if the King in extremity was at any time in
doubt as to whether he might legally employ any
given funds, the remedy was always in his own hands,
since he could at any time call Parliament to settle
the question. This, in the present condition of
government in England, was daring, but it was too
obvious a truth to be ignored. It was indeed incon-
ceivable to any mind not demoralised by the idea of
arbitrary power that the King in such an emergency
should ever fail to avail himself of the security in his
actions that Parliament could afford. St. John called
attention to the consistency with which Parliament
had in fact given the King exceptional powers on
exceptional occasions, and the experience of history
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